Introduction 1
In his April Theses (1917) 3 ) To visionary socialists in Britain, however, a communist society free from police was far more suggestive of a society liberated also from the burdens of crime. Under a system of radically different relations to the means and modes of production there would, it was thought, be no need for a police apparatus. This logic was not unfamiliar to socialists in Britain; the notion appears frequently in post-renaissance utopian writings as far back as Thomas More's Utopia (1516). Yet while Lenin attempted to eradicate crime in the world's first socialist state, discussions of criminality amongst the British left at the turn of the twentieth century appeared to be negligible.
By delving deeper into British socialist thought, a much more complex picture of the early British socialist understandings of crime is revealed. Drawing on original periodicals, as well as the fields of utopian studies and criminology, this paper demonstrates that while leftist discussion surrounding crime appears to have been relatively limited, criminality was nevertheless an issue of great importance to the fin de siècle British left. Many assumed that under socialism criminal activity would disappear; for those described here as 'Arcadian' socialists, crime and law would wither away of its own volition once the broader economic exigencies of socialism were established. For others, who imagined a very different construction of socialist utopia (here labeled 'technological' socialists), the application of strict and extensive criminal legislation would keep crime at bay. For a final group, seen as occupying a more moderate stance between the two prior positions, intervention in the sphere of criminality would render wholesale change in the moral condition of society, such that the criminal rationale would be extinguished. By placing these utopian approaches to crime on a simple linear spectrum, upon which the more moderate attitudes are bound at either end by competing radical outlooks, an opportunity is presented for recalibrating early twentieth-century British socialist ideology, its broad ancestry and its effect upon society. With reference to the varied heritage of the Labour Party (which came to dominate the left of British politics in the early 1900s), its radical-republican, pro-Gladstonian liberal, Marxist and trade union roots, a study through the lens of crime is well placed to gain new insight into socialist thought.
The paper also highlights that, regarding criminality, in spite of the 'otherworldliness' often assigned to utopian writing, contemporary utopian works actually reflected the thoughts of much of the British left. This should not, perhaps, be all that surprising given that many were the authorial yields of socialists inherently bound up in the contemporary political milieu. Nevertheless, in a period when British revolutionary spirit was decidedly lacking, and the idea of gradualism (the process of seeking reform through parliamentary and constitutional measures, and eschewing revolution) was dominant, a utopian eradication of crime appeared more feasible in the eyes of certain socialists. As part of the broader dialogue between socialism, liberalism and the native radical tradition as to the understanding of the relationship of the individual and society under socialism, a focus on the utopians' conception of crime suggests their ideas of penal evolution -not revolution -were a major influence on the gradualist socialists of mainstream British politics. 
British Socialists and Crime
Despite official discussions on crime appearing negligible at the turn of the century, the issue was actually anything but an afterthought for British socialists.
There are a number of reasons for this. Following the Gladstone Commission (1895), the British penal system was undergoing a vast transformation, developing according to new sociological understandings of the causes of, and remedies to, crime, and in large part eschewing antiquated Victorian practices of corporal punishment. As emphasis shifted towards notions of reformation, deterrence, and attempts to understand the effects of social conditioning upon society, much was being done to 'crystallise liberal penal thinking '. 4 As Clive Emsley also notes, criminality was no longer being explained through the 'moral weakness' of offenders. Across Europe, the Italian criminologist Cesare Lombroso's 'popularised […] notion of genetically determined, distinct criminal types' was advancing the ideas that would inform the Eugenics movement, but in Britain theories of heredity were never considered an exclusive explanation of the causes of crime. 5 Instead, empirical studies tended to reaffirm that the principal focus in examinations of criminality should remain social and environmental factors.
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Perhaps most importantly, throughout Europe the 'classical' school of criminology, in which criminality was understood as a natural facet of the human condition, and which invoked universal punishments that fit the crimes committed, was facing refutation. In its place emerged increasingly popular 'neoclassical' ideas that rejected the notion of the rational offender as being deterred by punishment, and which sought more individualised penalties. 7 Of utmost significance in neoclassical approaches was the role of the environment (and often the economic situation) in both causing and preventing crime. In Britain, David Garland has since labeled these notions as the embryo of 'penal welfarism'. Marxist to query the efficacy of the death penalty, the broader point surrounding the self-regulation of human behaviour was to prove key in British socialists' attitudes to crime, as seen below.
Marx's influence is easily located in socialist reflections on crime in Britain.
Edward Carpenter, for instance, a leading figure in the establishment of the Fabian and there 'the defective citizen' is schooled. But there will be 'no lethal chambers'.
'Even for murder Utopia will not, I think, kill. I doubt there will even be jails'. 41 Wells advocates a pre-emptive, or preventative, form of law enforcement in utopia, in which freedoms are narrowed and modern technologies utilised (hence his ascription as a technological socialist). Social surgery is the only solution he can muster, and state bureaucracy (his 'Samurai') will be the enforcer of social control.
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Extensive legislation -and as a result, endless prescribed acts of criminality, from murder to dressing unsatisfactorily -would keep crime at bay. In short, crime remains as it had under liberal capitalism; Wells' influence is felt principally in his belief that the implementation of additional laws would suffocate criminal activity, and in his engagement with, and concern for, ideas surrounding degeneration and eugenics.
Although these measures appear to differ greatly from those of Owen and Blatchford's attitude to crime, infused in his utopia: that the root idea of morality is social service -an idea of civic virtue governs the moral condition of society; that once all are provided for, incentives to criminality will dissolve; and that work -a functional and necessary contribution to the community -is a pleasure and a Blatchford, Not Guilty, pp. 48, 224; Sorcery Shop, pp. 52, 61, 123. 48 Blatchford, Not Guilty, pp. 30, 140, 77, 224. 49 Thompson, Robert Blatchford, p. 184; Blatchford, Not Guilty, pp. 77, 223. 50 Keith Nield, 'Edward Carpenter: The Uses of Utopia', in Edward Carpenter and Late Victorian Radicalism, ed. Tony Brown (London: Cass, 1990), 17-32 (p. 26) . 51 See Carpenter, Prisons, pp. 98-105; Chushichi Tsuzuki, Edward Carpenter, 1844 -1929 : Prophet of Human Fellowship (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1980 Tsuzuki, Edward Carpenter, p. 160. Nield, Tsuzuki, . 55 Emsley, Crime, Police, and Penal Policy, p. 1; Carpenter, Prisons, p. 28 . 56 Carpenter, Prisons, pp. 5, 4, 64. 57 Ibid., pp. 12, 17, 25, [105] [106] [107] [108] [109] [110] [111] [112] [113] whether 61 Before the totalitarian nature of the Soviet regime emerged fully, the Bolshevik 'conviction that human material could be significantly reworked through a rationalization of the environment', and their propensity to dip in and out of prerevolutionary liberal criminological theory, brought also progressive penal developments and ideas on rehabilitation.
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To achieve the eradication of crime in a constitutional manner more in line with their own unique philosophy, British socialists could look to the gradualism inherent in each of our socialists' approaches to crime (Morris notwithstanding). As many socialists searched for a middle ground between capitalism and revolutionary socialism, the advent of 'non-communist "welfare" utopias' appeared both desirable and feasible. 63 Further, by stressing that the utopian conditions extant in the Britain of old remained inherent in the present age, a historical hopefulness that these conditions could be re-created endured, tempering the perceived need among some for revolutionary action. 64 The fact that these ideas were realistic meant that they could be 
